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denying an application for approval of 
a new SSM or ASM under § 222.55. The 
petition must be filed within 60 days of 
the decision to be reviewed, specify the 
grounds for the requested relief, and be 
served upon all parties identified in 
§ 222.43(a). Unless the Administrator 
specifically provides otherwise, and 
gives notice to the petitioner or pub-
lishes a notice in the FEDERAL REG-
ISTER, the filing of a petition under 
this paragraph does not stay the effec-
tiveness of the action sought to be re-
viewed. The Administrator may reaf-
firm, modify, or revoke the decision of 
the Associate Administrator without 
further proceedings and shall notify 
the petitioner and other interested par-
ties in writing or by publishing a no-
tice in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 

(b) A public authority may challenge 
a decision by the Associate Adminis-
trator to deny an application by that 
authority for approval of a quiet zone, 
or to require additional safety meas-
ures, or that a quiet zone be termi-
nated, by filing a petition for reconsid-
eration with the Associate Adminis-
trator. The petition must specify the 
grounds for the requested relief, be 
filed within 60 days of the decision to 
be reconsidered, and be served upon all 
parties identified in § 222.43(a). Upon re-
ceipt of a timely and proper petition, 
the Associate Administrator will pro-
vide the petitioner an opportunity to 
submit additional materials and for an 
informal hearing. Upon review of the 
additional materials and completion of 
any hearing requested, the Associate 
Administrator shall issue a decision on 
the petition that will be administra-
tively final. 

§ 222.59 When may a wayside horn be 
used? 

(a) Notwithstanding any provisions 
in this part to the contrary: 

(1) A wayside horn conforming to the 
requirements of Appendix E of this 
part may be used in lieu of a loco-
motive horn at any highway-rail grade 
crossing equipped with an active warn-
ing system consisting of, at a min-
imum, flashing lights and gates; and 

(2) A wayside horn conforming to the 
requirements of Appendix E of this 
part may be installed within a quiet 
zone. For purposes of calculating the 

length of a quiet zone, the presence of 
a wayside horn at a highway-grade 
crossing within a quiet zone shall be 
considered in the same manner as a 
grade crossing treated with an SSM. A 
grade crossing equipped with a wayside 
horn shall not be considered in calcu-
lating the Quiet Zone Risk Index or 
Crossing Corridor Risk Index. 

(b) A public authority installing a 
wayside horn at a grade crossing with-
in a quiet zone shall identify by both 
the U.S. DOT National Highway-Rail 
Grade Crossing Inventory Number and 
street or highway name the grade 
crossing equipped with such wayside 
horn in its notice to railroads and 
other parties required by § 222.43. 

(c) A public authority installing a 
wayside horn at a grade crossing out-
side a quiet zone shall provide written 
notice to the Associate Administrator 
and to each railroad operating over the 
grade crossing that a wayside horn is 
being installed and the date on which 
the wayside horn will be operational. 
The grade crossing shall be identified 
by both the U.S. DOT National High-
way-Rail Grade Crossing Inventory 
Number and street or highway name. 
The public authority shall provide no-
tification of the operational date at 
least 21 days in advance. 

(d) A railroad operating over a grade 
crossing equipped with an operational 
wayside horn installed within a quiet 
zone pursuant to this section shall 
cease routine locomotive horn use at 
the grade crossing. A railroad oper-
ating over a grade crossing equipped 
with an operational wayside horn in-
stalled outside of a quiet zone may 
cease routine locomotive horn use by 
agreement with the public authority. 

APPENDIX A TO PART 222—APPROVED 
SUPPLEMENTARY SAFETY MEASURES 

1. Temporary Closure of a Public Highway- 
Rail Grade Crossing: Close the crossing to 
highway traffic during designated quiet peri-
ods. 

Effectiveness: 1.0. 
Because an effective closure system pre-

vents vehicle entrance onto the crossing, the 
probability of a collision with a train at the 
crossing is zero during the period the cross-
ing is closed. Effectiveness would therefore 
equal 1. However, analysis should take into 
consideration that traffic would need to be 
redistributed among adjacent crossings or 
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